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This paper examines holdings of Ku Klux Klan materials in archival collections from 
several universities in the United States, paying particular attention to catalog records and 
finding aid content. In doing so, this study aims to provide insight into the similarities 
and differences in discoverability and access, cataloging choices, and other factors 
between institutions. These findings offer both a representation of the current state of 
these collections and provide insight into how controversial materials or topics have been 
cataloged and described by different American universities.  
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Special collections libraries and archives are among the most important 
institutions tasked with preserving a society’s history and culture. To truly fulfill this 
mission, collections documenting our most shameful histories are necessary. In 
“Extremism @ the Library,” Maria R. Traska (2014) stresses this point: “Study of the 
human condition wouldn’t be honest or complete if it didn’t take a hard, thorough look 
into humanities darker corners” (p. 33).  
Materials created or published by white nationalist/white supremacist groups offer 
researchers and the general public a snapshot of how these groups presented themselves 
to their members, prospective and current, and likely reflect the most idealized version of 
how the group imagined themselves at a point in time.  
As white nationalist movements experience a resurgence across the global West, 
gaining a deeper understanding of how these groups have evolved from the first iteration 
of the Klan in the immediate post-bellum period, its resurgence in the 1920s, to modern 
white nationalist movements in America could help policy makers stem the tide and more 
effectively combat these groups and their rhetoric. How have they modernized? Have 
their recruitment tactics changed? What about the language they use to radicalize their 
followers? 
Institutions who hold collections depicting the dark and hateful aspects of the 
human experience have had to balance researcher access with the desire to not confer 
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legitimacy to the items or provide fodder for individuals with extreme, hateful 
ideologies. How is this effort reflected in the cataloging or description choices librarians 
and archivists make? What about in terms of access? Are materials held offsite? Are 
these items digitized, or are researchers required to travel to the repository to use them?  
To answer these questions, I have chosen to focus on materials created by just one 
white supremacist group, the Ku Klux Klan. Focusing on one group instead of many 
allows for comparisons across institutions while focusing on collections of extremist 
material connected to a distinctly American version of racial terrorism. This study 
analyzed catalog records and finding aids of Ku Klux Klan materials held at a small 
number of institutions, creating a representation of the current state of these collections. 
The aim of this paper is to provide insight into the similarities and differences in 
discoverability and access, cataloging choices, finding aid content, and other factors 





History of the Ku Klux Klan 
The Ku Klux Klan (also referred to as the Klan, and the KKK) formed in Pulaski, 
Tennessee in 1865. This first iteration of the Klan formed to oppose Reconstruction and 
to obstruct the civil liberties available to the formerly enslaved Black American 
population. The Reconstruction-era Klan wore white masks to hide their identities as they 
embarked on a wave of terror marked by arson and murder (Clabough & Bickford, 2019). 
The Klan broke apart in 1869, but reappeared; first in 1915, and then three more times in 
opposition to social change (Titchner, 2011).  
The secrecy central to every iteration of the Klan has allowed Americans to 
imagine the group firmly in the past, “disconnected from the prevailing mainstream…in 
the white south generally.” David Cunningham calls this “a facile, and ultimately false, 
closure” for the violence, both physical and psychological, committed by the Ku Klux 
Klan (2008, p. 69). Confronting materials created by the Klan forces a recognition that 
the relatively short reoccurrences come together into a long history of Klan activity in 




Literature Review  
Finding Aids 
In A Glossary of Archival and Records Terminology Richard Pearce-Moses 
(2005) defines finding aid as: 
A document that places the materials in context by consolidating information 
about the collection, such as acquisition and processing; provenance, including 
administrative history or biographical note; scope of the collection, including size, 
subjects, media; organization and arrangement; and an inventory of the series and 
the folders. (p. 168) 
 
Using this definition as guidance, this paper defines “finding aid,” as a document that 
describes the contents of a collection of records, including subject matter, materials, and 
time span, to aid discovery. “Provenance” is defined here as the chain of custody of a 
historical item from present custodian to, ideally, the item’s creation or as far as the 
historical record allows. For the purposes of this study, I am primarily concerned with 
the current archive or library’s acquisition of the items: who was the prior owner, and 
how did it come to be in this collection?  
While institutions likely have their own internal standards in place for aspects of 
archival description, and standardized metadata schema such as Encoded Archival 
Description (EAD) are widely used, the format and content of finding aids are quite 
variable. They can exist in multiple formats, such as “calendars, guides, inventories, shelf 
and container lists, and registers, (Pearce-Moses, 2005, p. 168). Because finding aids 
“must represent both the content and the context of their creation” (Haworth, 2001, p. 7), 
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portions of a standard finding aid allow for variability in length and detail, 
especially the biographical sketch and historical context given. This quality makes 
finding aids a richer source for a qualitative study than catalog records alone.  
Due to the depth of information found in finding aids, the creation of finding aids 
is more complicated than that of general catalog records. As the literature shows, archival 
description must do a lot: in addition to describing the nature of the documents or items 
in a collection, the archivist must also give context for the creation of the collection both 
by way of describing its creators and the period in history in which the documents were 
created.  
Modern changes in the archival field may affect the richness of content in finding 
aids in this study. In an effort to clear backlogs of unprocessed materials, some 
repositories have shifted from the traditional process of arrangement and description to a 
“suite of techniques” referred to as MPLP: “More Product, Less Process,” coauthored by 
Mark Greene (Maier, 2011, p. 32). MPLP uses minimal processing in order to more 
quickly process backlogged materials so they are accessible for research. Clearing 
backlogs and making more material available for use is good for the repositories and their 
users, but if those items are difficult to find due to a lack of description, what has been 
gained? It is not possible from a researcher’s view on a collection to know if ideas such 
as MPLP have been applied, but it is a possible explanation for collections with very 
minimal finding aids. 
One of the factors I am most interested in is access to materials. In A Glossary of 
Archival and Records Terminology Richard Pearce-Moses (2005) defines access as “the 
ability to locate relevant information through the use of catalogs, indexes, finding aids, or 
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other tools” (p. 2). Closely related to the concept of access is discoverability. 
Discovery is “the process of searching for and identifying potentially relevant materials” 
(Pearce-Moses, 2005, p. 122). “Discoverability,” then, is the degree to which a piece of 
information can be found. In other words, an item with high discoverability can be found 
with ease, while an item with low discoverability is difficult or time consuming to find. 
For the purposes of this study, access is defined both in line with Pearce-Moses’ 
definition while also encompassing the ability of researchers to use the items for their 
studies.  
Past research has shown that a greater number of access points positively affected 
retrieval of archival collections. Access points are specific units of information in a 
bibliographic record that enable retrieval. In the context of cataloging or archival 
description, an access point is a name, geographic location, phrase, or term pulled from a 
thesaurus. The purpose of access points is both to enable retrieval through catalog 
searches and to allow patrons to access more information which falls under the same 
heading. In a 2000 study, Avra Michelson found that archivists used an average of 
thirteen index terms in a finding aid (p. 369). This number is notable in particular because 
the Library of Congress Subject Cataloging Manual (2016) advises catalogers that 
generally a maximum of six subject headings is sufficient, noting that Library of 
Congress practice is to add no more than ten subject headings to a work (H180, p. 2). In 
their 2007 study “Subject Access Points in the MARC Record and Archival Finding 
Aid,” Elizabeth Cox and Leslie Czechowski found scant guidance for archivists on best 
practices regarding number of access points in a finding aid. They found that “the only 
current rules or guidelines for the usage of access points are those that the Library of 
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Congress provides,” (p. 56). Cox and Czechowski found that in the absence of 
official guidance on number of access points, librarians and archivists made their own 
decisions regarding sufficient access points, with a majority of the records they studied 
having more than eight subject access points (p. 55).  
Research	Value	of	Extremist	Collections	
 In “Archives and Memory,” Randall C. Jimerson (2003) wrote, “Archivists and 
manuscript curators play the important role of mediator in selecting records for 
preservation and providing research access to such collections.” The records that 
archivists choose to collect play a part in forming the historical record that future 
generations of scholars will look to for their research. In this way, archivists are in a 
powerful position, and have a responsibility to preserve items that document society’s 
horrific and shameful moments, not just the triumphs. In “We Are What We Collect,” 
Elisabeth Kaplan (2000) discusses the futility of archives attempting to simplify the story 
told through their collections, explaining that what resulted was a “’papering over’ of 
differences” (p. 150). While Kaplan was specifically referring to the differences between 
members of an ethnic group, it would be similarly futile to tell the story of American 
history without mentioning the white supremacist groups that formed (or later, re-formed) 
in times of increased opportunity for minority communities. The acts of domestic 
terrorism perpetrated by groups such as the Ku Klux Klan happened, whether we talk 
about it or not.   
 Horrific as their contents may be—and to be clear, they are—there is research 
value to collections of hate materials. Research into far-right extremist groups “offers the 
possibility of constructing more accurate explanations of how and why people become 
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attracted to political movements of hatred and bigotry” (Blee, 1993, p. 599), a 
potentially useful tool in combatting extremist online outreach and identifying those most 
susceptible to radicalization by those efforts. Collections that document the shameful and 
dark aspects of the American past can serve to counter the cognitive dissonance involved 
in residents of Pulaski, TN thinking, for instance, that the Klan of reconstruction-era 
America was any less racist, violent, and motivated by hate than the modern day iteration 
of the group (Lewis & Serbu, 1999).  
Ku Klux Klan records have additional utility beyond their instruction in a history 
of American extremism. In, “’Just a Bunch of Bigots:’ A Case Study in the Acquisition 
of Controversial Material,” Frank Boles (1994) documents Central Michigan University’s 
acquisition of Ku Klux Klan membership records. One notable use that local residents 
had for the Klan membership records was for genealogical purposes. Boles notes that 
while genealogists were not thrilled to find out that an ancestor had been a member of 
such an organization, they tended to view the news the same way genealogists might 
respond to finding a family member in prison records. That is, “displeasure that an 
ancestor that an ancestor had engaged in disreputable activity, but considerable happiness 





For this study, I performed a comparative analysis of the catalog records and 
finding aids of Ku Klux Klan-created collections at several academic institutions. This 
methodology allowed me to assess the current state of Ku Klux Klan collections at 
multiple universities with respect to catalog record and finding aid content, ease of 
access, and transparency regarding provenance. Additionally, this study seeks insight into 
similarities and differences in cataloging and description practices across institutions.  
Sample 
I used purposive sampling (Lavarakas, 2008) when identifying collections to be 
evaluated in this study. This method enabled me to choose collections similar enough in 
content to be evaluated against one another despite being from at different institutions. 
Collections evaluated for this paper needed to meet a few basic criteria: the institutions 
should be academic, located in the United States, and hold in their archives or special 
collections library a collection wholly comprised of Ku Klux Klan created material. To 
gather relevant data efficiently, I chose not to include in my study collections that are not 
focused on the Ku Klux Klan but contain Klan materials, as cataloging choices made 
with regards to these collections is unlikely to focus on materials not central to the 
collection’s purpose. This choice did limit the collections available for inclusion in the 
study, but also allows for the collections to be compared to one another across institutions 
more readily, as the central topic of each collection is the Klan itself. This also helps to 
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ensure that the data collected is relevant to the questions this paper endeavors 
to answer. My decision to focus on materials held in special collections and archives 
rather than general holdings was twofold. First, the nature of archival description is such 
that finding aids generally offer more information than a catalog record could, while still 
retaining features such as thesaurus-based subject headings that allow for clear 
comparisons across institutions. Secondly, I am focused on materials created by the Klan 
themselves, as these are the resources necessary for scholars delving into this chapter of 
American history.   
Data Collection Methods 
When beginning my search, I used the framework established in Lynnwood E. 
Titchener’s master’s paper, “A Study in Archival Collecting from Extremist Groups: An 
Investigation of Ku Klux Klan Holdings in the United States,” as a starting point (2011). 
Like Titchener, I include the collections of the University of North Carolina at Chapel 
Hill both because of its size and my relative familiarity with using UNC’s finding aids 
and online catalog. Still following Titchener’s example, I then used Google and my own 
prior knowledge to locate additional collections. I evaluated seven collections from four 
universities. The universities were:  
• The University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill 
• Duke University 
• Michigan State University 
• The University of Mississippi 
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The collection titles were all very similar, so each collection is referred to in 
my data by an identifier related to the school in possession of that collection. Refer to 
Appendix A for full bibliographic information for each collection used along with their 
identifiers.  
I followed the same data collection process for each collection evaluated. I 
compiled the information found on both the catalog record and collection guide or 
finding aid into an Excel spreadsheet. If a particular component was missing or blank 
from a collection’s record, I noted that in the spreadsheet as well. From the finding aid of 
each collection, I recorded the following components, when available: 
• Abstract 
• Scope and content 
• Biographical/Historical Note 
• Acquisition Information  
• Subject access points (including corporate names and geographic names) 
• Total number of access points 
• Formats 
• Size of collection 
• Provenance 
• Is the collection available online? 
• Did the finding aid contain a collection inventory? 
• Text from any note field  
From the catalog records I recorded the following: 
• Format 




• Genre or Form 
• Text from any note field  
• Restrictions noted in the catalog or finding aid 
• Location (stacks, reference, held offsite, digital, etc.) 
• Provenance notes  
Data Analysis Methods 
I used Excel to keep track of all information gathered from each catalog record, 
allowing for comparison between institutions more easily. I had planned that after the 
initial data collection, it would be necessary to clean the data in order to allow for clear 
comparison. Because the purpose of this study was not to directly compare each field, I 
did not anticipate much cleaning would be necessary, just ensuring that comparative 
fields were consistently named. Instead, I found that field names were consistent across 
institutions. I found that subject headings were the one area of major formatting 
difference. For example, Duke used the subject heading “Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > North 
Carolina,” while UNC Chapel Hill formatting that subject heading “Ku Klux Klan (1915- 
)--North Carolina.” For this study, I decided that these differences did not warrant 
changes. 
Some criteria are easy to compare across institutions (for instance, an item either 
is or is not available digitally). For other criteria, the goal is not to directly compare each 
field with the same field from another collection, but rather to glean as complete a picture 
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as possible of the records for each collection.  What do they have in common? 
What stands out? To address questions of discoverability, I evaluated ease of access by 





The catalog record and finding aid for the Ku Klux Klan collection held at Duke 
University contained the most information of the seven evaluated for this study. The 
collection size is five linear feet. Some information is given on acquisition of materials, 
though the provenance is not given. The record gives dates and size of each accession and 
indicates if the items were a gift or were purchased. The collection is made up of eight 
acquisitions. Of those, two were gifts and six were purchases. The Duke collection had 
the most access points in both the catalog record, where 36 were used, and the finding 
aid, with 35 (see Appendix B for a list of these access points for each collection).  
The second collection I evaluated was Ku Klux Klan Records (#4921) from The 
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill (UNC). This collection is smaller than most 
others in the study, consisting of 70 items, or 0.5 linear feet. Despite the smaller size, the 
collection from UNC had the second most access points, with 20 in the catalog record 
and 22 in the finding aid. UNC also provided the acquisition dates, donor names, and 
accession numbers for both acquisitions comprising this collection.  
I examined the records of two collections from the University of Mississippi. The 
first, MS1, is 2.26 cubic feet. The provenance information stated that the collection “was 
created by compiling printed material drawn from the Knox Collection (79-1) and the 
Race Relations Collection (76-15), both housed in the Department of Archives and 
Special Collections at The University of Mississippi,” but nothing specific about the 
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provenance or acquisition of the materials themselves. MS1used five access 
points in the catalog record, listing two authors and three subject headings. In the finding 
aid there were four: two subject headings, one corporate name, and one geographic name. 
MS2 had both a similarly sparse catalog record and finding aid, with six access points in 
the catalog record and four in the finding aid. The physical description of the collection is 
given as ‘one box.’ Notably, MS2 was the only collection surveyed that was fully 
available online, making it much more easily accessed by researchers. 
Three collections from Michigan State University (MSU) were surveyed for this 
study. MI1 is a Ku Klux Klan documents collection. The catalog record describes the 
collection as consisting of twelve folders and one robe, while the finding aid describes 
the extent of the collection as 2.5 linear feet, or two boxes. MI1 had the same three 
subject access points in both the catalog record and finding aid. No information is given 
on how or when MI1 was acquired. 
MI2 is a collection of materials from the United Klans of America, a Ku Klux 
Klan organization. The collection is 5 linear feet, the same size as the Duke collection. 
Despite the size of the collection, MI2 had the fewest access points of the collections 
surveyed, with three in the catalog record and just one in the finding aid. Curiously, the 
only subject used in the finding aid is “United Klans of America – Michigan.” Every 
other finding aid and catalog record included in the study used the term “Ku Klux Klan 
(1915- )” as an author or subject access point. MI3 is the smallest collection included in 
this study, consisting of 0.1 linear feet, or five photographs, acquired through purchase in 
1991. The same four access points are used in the catalog record and finding aid. 
Interestingly, the finding aids for MI2 and MI3 list the name of the archivist who 
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processed the collection as well as the date the processing was done, the only 
two collections to do so. 
All seven collections included an item-level collection inventory in their finding 
aids, which is a positive sign for researcher access, as those considering using the 
collection can ascertain to a much greater degree if it actually contains what they need. 
However, there was wide variability in numbers of access points across collection, as 
shown in Figure 1. 
Collection Catalog Record Access Points Finding Aid Access Points 
D1 36 35 
NC1 20 22 
MS1 5 4 
MS2 6 4 
MI1 3 3 
MI2 3 1 
MI3 4 4 
Figure 1. Number of Access Points 
The most notable difference in access points used was between D1 and MI2, 
which both comprise 5 linear feet. D1 included 35 and 36 access points in its catalog 
record and finding aid, respectively. MI2, on the other hand, included three access points 




Limitations and Further Research 
Due to time constraints and a desire to compare collections that are very similar in 
scope, the number of universities whose collections were included in this study was kept 
small. A similar study with a larger sample would produce results more likely to show a 
representative snapshot of the state of Ku Klux Klan collections without such a narrowly 
focused sample.  
Initially, I considered using a survey or case study as a component to this study. 
Unfortunately, both writing a survey, sending it to participants, and waiting for responses 
or interviewing several case study participants would greatly lengthen the amount of time 
this project would take to be completed. The uncertainty that I would receive a 
meaningful number of responses to a survey without a time buffer to send out additional 
surveys influenced my decision to only use a content analysis. Future research into this 
topic using content analysis in conjunction with a survey or case study approach would 
answer more questions, getting at why differences exist between collections directly from 





 This study was conducted to further current understanding of the current state of 
Ku Klux Klan archival collections and provide insight into how controversial materials or 
topics have been cataloged and described by different American universities. In 
particular, I sought insight into the similarities and differences in cataloging choices 
related to discoverability and access. This study found wide variation in depth of 
information provided in catalog records and finding aids, most notably in numbers of 
thesaurus-based access points included in records. A surprising finding was the lack of 
standardization when describing the size of the collection. Most collections described the 
size using linear feet, while other collections gave a number of items. Interestingly, there 
did not seem to be internal standardization of size descriptors for the University of 
Mississippi. The extent of MS1 was described using cubic feet, while MS2 comprised 
simply, “one box.” 
The findings of this study are not surprising. They confirm prior research that has 
shown widely ranging practices in archival description. While it is not possible to know 
without additional research if the ideas of MPLP contributed to the minimal description 
some of these collections received, if that is the case, archivists must consider if 
collections processed so minimally that recall is affected is a net gain for patron access to 
information. Of course, first more research is necessary to identify the effect of MPLP on 
recall and discoverability of collections. These findings also suggest that archivists would 
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benefit from clear official guidance on archival description standards, 
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Access points by Collection 
Ku Klux Klan Collection, Duke University 
Access Points in Catalog Record  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
AUTHOR Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) 
AUTHOR Venable, James 
AUTHOR Swift, Wesley A. 
AUTHOR Ellis, C. P. (Claiborne Paul) 
AUTHOR Lentz, Albert P. 
AUTHOR Women of the Ku Klux Klan 
AUTHOR George Washington Flowers Collection of Southern 
Americana 
RELATED SUBJECTS Penn, Lemuel 
RELATED SUBJECTS Dahmer, Vernon Ferdinand, 1908-1966 
RELATED SUBJECTS Dudley, Frank, 1892-1956. King Cobra 
RELATED SUBJECTS Comer, Robbie Gill 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Periodicals 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > History 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Alabama 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Florida 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Georgia 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Maryland 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Mississippi 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > New Jersey 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > North Carolina 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Ohio 
RELATED SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) > Pennsylvania 
RELATED SUBJECTS Women of the Ku Klux Klan 
RELATED SUBJECTS Fiery cross 
RELATED SUBJECTS Apologetics > History > 20th century 
  27 
RELATED SUBJECTS Racism > United States 
RELATED SUBJECTS Racism > United States > Periodicals 
RELATED SUBJECTS White supremacy movements > United States  
RELATED SUBJECTS Antisemitism 
RELATED SUBJECTS Propaganda, Anti-communist 
RELATED SUBJECTS Fulton County (Ga.) > History 
RELATED SUBJECTS McComb (Miss.) > History 
RELATED SUBJECTS Tupelo (Miss.) > History 
RELATED SUBJECTS United States > Race relations 
 
Ku Klux Klan Collection, Duke University 
Access Points in Finding Aid 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECTS Apologetics -- History -- 20th century 
SUBJECTS Racism -- United States 
SUBJECTS Racism -- United States -- Periodicals 
SUBJECTS Propaganda, Anti-communist 
SUBJECTS Antisemitism 
SUBJECTS White supremacy movements -- United States 
FORMATS Sound recordings 
FORMATS Audiovisual materials 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Florida 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Georgia 
NAMES George Washington Flowers Collection of Southern 
Americana 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Alabama 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Mississippi 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- New Jersey 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- History 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Maryland 
NAMES Women of the Ku Klux Klan -- Pennsylvania 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Ohio 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- North Carolina 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Periodicals 
NAMES Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Pennsylvania 
NAMES Dudley, Frank, 1892-1956 
NAMES Ellis, C. P. 
  28 
NAMES Comer, Robbie Gill 
NAMES Dahmer, Vernon Ferdinand, 1908-1966 
NAMES Turnley, Martha 
NAMES Swift, Wesley A. 
NAMES Venable, James 
NAMES Penn, Lemuel 
NAMES Lentz, Albert P. 
PLACES United States -- Race relations 
PLACES Tupelo (Miss.) -- History 
PLACES McComb (Miss.) -- History 
PLACES Fulton County (Ga.) -- History 
 
Ku Klux Klan Records, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 
Access Points in Catalog Record 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
AUTHOR Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) 
SUBJECTS Confederate Knights of the Ku Klux Klan (Greensboro, 
N.C.) 
SUBJECTS Knights of the Green Forest (Tupelo, Miss.) 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Alabama. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Georgia. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Handbooks, manuals, etc. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--History. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Mississippi. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--North Carolina. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Rituals. 
SUBJECTS National States Rights Party (Savannah, Ga.) 
SUBJECTS United Klans of America (Tuscaloosa, Ala.) 
SUBJECTS White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan (Miss.) 
SUBJECTS Thunderbolt (Birmingham, Ala.) 
SUBJECTS White supremacy movements--United States--History--20th 
century 
SUBJECTS African Americans--Race Relations--20th century 
SUBJECTS African Americans--Caricatures and cartoons. 
SUBJECTS Racism--Southern States--History--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Alabama--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Georgia--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Mississippi--Race relations 
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SUBJECTS North Carolina--Race relations 
SUBJECTS Southern States--Race relations 
 
Ku Klux Klan Records, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 
Access Points in Finding Aid 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECTS Afro-Americans--Caricatures and cartoons. 
SUBJECTS Afro-Americans--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Alabama--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Confederate Knights of the Ku Klux Klan (Greensboro, 
N.C.). 
SUBJECTS Georgia--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Knights of the Green Forest (Tupelo, Miss.). 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Alabama. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Georgia. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Handbooks, manuals, etc. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--History. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Mississippi. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--North Carolina. 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- )--Rituals. 
SUBJECTS Mississippi--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS National States Rights Party (U.S.). 
SUBJECTS North Carolina--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Racism--Southern States--History--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Southern States--Race relations--20th century. 
SUBJECTS Thunderbolt (Birmingham, Ala.). 
SUBJECTS United Klans of America. 
SUBJECTS White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan (Miss.). 
SUBJECTS White supremacy movements--United States--History--20th 
century 
 
Ku Klux Klan Collection, The University of Mississippi 
Access Points in Catalog Record 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
AUTHOR Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) 
AUTHOR B'nai B'rith. Anti-defamation League 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Southern States 
SUBJECTS Hate groups -- United States 
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SUBJECTS Southern States -- Race relations 
 
Ku Klux Klan Collection, The University of Mississippi 
Access Points in Finding Aid 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECTS Hate groups - United States 
SUBJECTS Violence 
CORPORATE NAME Ku Klux Klan (1915-) - Southern States 
GEOGRAPHIC NAME Mississippi - Race relations - History 
 
Women of the Ku Klux Klan Collection, The University of Mississippi 
Access Points in Catalog Record 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
CORPORATE 
AUTHOR 
Women of the Ku Klux Klan. Clarksdale Klan #38 
(Clarksdale, Miss.) 
AUTHOR Wheeler, Cruse 
SUBJECT Racism -- Mississippi -- Clarksdale -- Societies, etc. -- 
Records and correspondence 
SUBJECT White supremacy movements -- Mississippi -- Clarksdale 
SUBJECT Women -- Mississippi -- Clarksdale -- Societies and clubs -- 
Records and correspondence 
SUBJECT Clarksdale (Miss.) -- Race relations 
 
Women of the Ku Klux Klan Collection, The University of Mississippi 
Access Points in Finding Aid 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
CORPORATE NAME Ku Klux Klan (1915-) -- Southern States 
CORPORATE NAME Women of the Ku Klux Klan 
SUBJECT Hate groups -- United States 
SUBJECT Secret societies -- United States 
 
Ku Klux Klan Collection, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Catalog Record  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Membership -- History. 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- New York (State) -- Archives. 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- North Carolina -- Archives. 
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Ku Klux Klan Collection, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Finding Aid  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- New York (State) -- Archives. 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- North Carolina -- Archives. 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Membership -- History. 
 
United Klans of America Collection, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Catalog Record  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECT United Klans of America 
SUBJECT United Klans of America -- Michigan 
 
United Klans of America Collection, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Finding Aid  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECT United Klans of America -- Michigan 
 
Michigan Ku Klux Klan photographs, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Catalog Record  
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECT Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Photographs. 
SUBJECT White nationalism -- Michigan -- Shiawassee County -
- Photographs. 
SUBJECT White supremacy movements -- Michigan -- Shiawassee 
County -- Photographs. 
 
Michigan Ku Klux Klan photographs, Michigan State University 
Access Points in Finding Aid 
Type of Access Point Access Point Term 
SUBJECTS Ku Klux Klan (1915- ) -- Photographs 
SUBJECTS Photographs 
SUBJECTS White nationalism -- Michigan -- Shiawassee County -- 
Photographs 
SUBJECTS White supremacy movements -- Michigan -- Shiawassee 
County -- Photographs 
 
